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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 1 1/2/05 has been entered. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-61 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3. The examiner withdraws the original 102 and 103 rejections in order to add art to address 
the newly added limitations and scope changes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 32-37, 42-46, 48, 49, 53, 55, 56, 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brendzel (5,912,952) in view of Hammond (6,910,081). 

6. For claims 32, 48, and 55, Brendzel teaches a method (abstract) for providing an 
interactive, intelligent end user's service (col. 1, line 1 - col. 3, line 5), the method comprising: 

a. Responsive to a user call (Fig. 3, #302), retrieving a personal user list (col. 5, lines 
5-20); 
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b. Transmitting information from the personal user list via the data control portion of 
a communications channel to a user device (Fig. 2); 

c. Receiving a user response via the data control portion of the communications 
channel (Fig. 3, #306); 

d. Retrieving additional information from the personal user list, the additional 
information corresponding to the received user response (Fig. 3, #309); and 

e. Forwarding the additional information to a client device for processing (Fig. 3, 
#310). 

7. Brendzel does not expressly disclose retrieving a personal user list created by the user. 
Hammond teaches a method and system (abstract) of developing personal user lists such as 
Personal Address Books (col. 1, line 1 - col. 4, line 18) that may be accessed and modified (Fig. 
3) created by the user (Fig. 4) and utilized in the manner described above (Fig. 6). At the time 
the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have added Hammond personal 
user lists to Brendzel' s system in order to simplify the connection process (col. 1, lines 30-45). 

8. For claims 33, 42, 49, and 53, Brendzel does not expressly disclose that the personal user 
list is a personal paging list, the personal paging list includes a plurality of names and 
corresponding paging numbers, nor does Brendzel expressly disclose that the personal user list is 
a personal directory list, the personal directory list includes a plurality a plurality of names and at 
least one of a plurality of corresponding telephone numbers, e-mail addresses and mailing 
addresses. Hammond teaches a personal user list provided to the user (Fig. 6) that comprises 
pager numbers, phone numbers, and the like (Fig. 4). At the time the invention was made, one of 
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ordinary skill in the art would have combined the inventions in order to allow greater control of 
Brendzel's communications options (col. 1, lines 30-45). 

9. For claims 34 and 43, Brendzel does not expressly disclose that the information 
transmitted to the user device includes at least one of the plurality of names. Hammond teaches 
this limitation (Fig. 4, #402). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have combined the inventions in order to allow greater control of Brendzel's 
communications options (col. 1, lines 30-45). 

10. For claims 35 and 44, Brendzel does not expressly disclose that the received user 
response includes a selection of the at least one of a plurality of names. Hammond teaches this 
limitation (Fig. 3, #316). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have combined the inventions in order to allow greater control of Brendzel's 
communications options (col. 1, lines 30-45). 

11. For claims 36 and 45, Brendzel does not expressly disclose that retrieved additional 
information includes the paging number from the personal paging list, the paging number 
corresponding to the selected name, nor does Brendzel disclose that the retrieved additional 
information includes at least one of a plurality of corresponding telephone numbers, e-mail 
addresses and mailing addresses from the personal directory list. Hammond teaches this 
limitation (Fig. 6, #612). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have combined the inventions in order to allow greater control of Brendzel's 
communications options (col. 1, lines 30-45). 

12. For claims 37 and 46, Brendzel does not expressly disclose that the paging number or 
telephone number is forwarded to the client device to complete a page and/or call. Hammond 
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teaches this limitation (Fig. 6, #614). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill 
in the art would have combined the inventions in order to allow greater control of Brendzel's 
communications options (col. 1, lines 30-45). 

13. Claim 56 is drawn to the limitations in claims 33-37. Therefore, since claims 33-37 are 
rejected, claim 56 is also rejected for the same rationale. 

14. Claim 60 is drawn to the limitations in claims 42-46. Therefore, since claims 42-46 are 
rejected, claim 60 is also rejected for the reasons above. 

15. Claims 38-41, 47, 50-52, 54, 57-59, 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brendzel and Hammond as applied to claims 32, 48, and 55 above, and further 
in view of D'Angelo (6,717,938). 

16. For claims 38, 50, and 57, Brendzel and Hammond do not expressly disclose receiving a 
call back number, and forwarding the call back number to the client device to complete a page 
based on the paging number and the call back number. D'Angelo teaches this limitation (col. 12, 
lines 45-55). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
combined the inventions in order to allow greater control of Brendzel's communications options 
(col. 1, lines 25-35). 

17. For claims 39, 47, 54, and 61, Brendzel and Hammond do not expressly disclose that the 
call back number or other contact information is received on the data control portion of the 
communication channel. D'Angelo teaches this limitation (col. 5, lines 40-60). At the time the 
invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have combined the inventions in order 
to allow greater control of Brendzel's communications options (col. 1, lines 25-35). 
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18. For claims 40, 51, and 58, Brendzel and Hammond do not expressly disclose retrieving a 
plurality of call back numbers from the personal paging list, and forwarding the plurality of call 
back numbers via the data control portion of the communication channel to the user device for 
selection. D'Angelo teaches this limitation (col. 6, line 65 - col. 7, line 20). At the time the 
invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have combined the inventions in order 
to allow greater control of Brendzel's communications options (col. 1, lines 25-35). 

19. For claims 41, 52, and 59, Brendzel and Hammond do not expressly disclose receiving a 
selected one of the plurality of call back numbers via the data control portion of the 
communication channel, and forwarding the selected call back number to complete the page 
based on the paging number and the call back number. D'Angelo teaches this limitation (col. 7, 
lines 20-55). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
combined the inventions in order to allow greater control of Brendzel' s communications options 
(col. 1, lines 25-35). 

20. Claims 1-10, 15, 16, 19-21, 24, 25, 28, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brendzel (5,912,952) in view of Srinivassan (5,724,412) and Seshadri 
(6,249,808). 

21. For claim 1, Brendzel teaches a method (abstract) for providing (col. 1, line 1 - col. 3, 
line 5) interactive (col. 5, lines 5-17) text messages (Fig. 2) to a user's device (Fig. 1, #30) 
during a voice call (col. 3, lines 15-20), the method comprising: 

a. Receiving information from a client (Fig. 1, #17; Fig. 3, #303); 
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b. Having at least a portion of the received information be in a text format (col. 3, 
lines 15-20); 

c. Transmitting to the user's device non-text (voice) information on a voice portion 
of a communications channel (col. 3, lines 40-52); and 

d. Transmitting to the user's device the text information on a data control portion of 
the communications channel (col 3, lines 40-52). 

22. Brendzel does not expressly disclose that the information is converted into text. Brendzel 
does disclose that, based on the type of screen, the same data may be shown in multiple ways 
(col. 6, lines 20-40). Srinivassan teaches a method (abstract) of providing textual data during 
voice calls (col. 1, line 1 - col. 3, line 17) in which a voice-to-text converter (Fig. 1, #34) 
provides such conversion (col. 5, lines 20-50). At the time the invention was made, one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have used a Srinivassan voice converter in the Brendzel system to 
assist in making sure the information is in a proper format using less database space (col. 2, lines 
30-35). 

23. Brendzel and Srinivassan do not expressly disclose determining based on content of the 
received information that at least a portion of the received information is suitable for conversion 
into a text format, and converting the at least a portion of the received information into a text 
format. Seshadri teaches a method and system (abstract) of transmitting data by utilizing a 
mixture of text and voice (col. 1, line 1 - col. 2, line 55) wherein messages are separated due to 
tags (col. 4, lines 40-65) and keyword determination (col. 7, line 40 - col. 8, line 20). At the 
time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have used Seshadri in order 
to clarify Brendzel' s messaging system (col. 1, lines 20-60). 
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24. For claim 2 3 Brendzel teaches that responsive to the transmitted converted information, 
receiving a user response on the data control portion of the communications channel (Fig. 3, 
#306 and 307). 

25. For claim 3, Brendzel teaches forwarding the received user response to the client (Fig. 3, 
#309). 

26. For claim 4, Brendzel teaches obtaining the user response from the data control portion of 
the communication channel (col. 5, line 10; col. 6, lines 40-48), but does not expressly disclose 
converting the user response into an audio message. Srinivassan teaches a text-to- voice 
converter (Fig. 1, #38) for conversion to the proper format (col. 4, lines 20-27). At the time the 
invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have used a Srinivassan voice 
converter in the Brendzel system to assist in making sure the information is in a proper format 
using less database space (col. 2, lines 30-35). 

27. For claim 5, Brendzel teaches forwarding the audio message to the client (col. 7, lines 13- 
28). 

28. For claim 6, Brendzel teaches receiving the non-converted information via voice portion 
of the communications channel, and receiving the converted information via the data control 
portion of the communications channel at the user's device (col. 2, lines 50-51; col. 4, lines 9- 

ii). 

29. For claim 7, Brendzel teaches presenting the non-converted information as audio 
information on the user's device (Fig. 3, #313). 

30. For claim 8, Brendzel does not expressly disclose displaying the converted data as text 
information on the user's device after a text alert is presented. Srinivassan teaches this limitation 
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(col 6, lines 50-60). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have used a Srinivassan voice converter in the Brendzel system to assist in making sure the 
information is in a proper format using less database space (col. 2, lines 30-35). 

3 1 . For claim 9, Brendzel teaches determining whether the received information contains 
information suitable for conversion into the text format (col 4, lines 33-40). 

32. For claim 10, Brendzel teaches separating the information that is suitable for text 
conversion from information that is not suitable for text conversion (Fig. 1, #16). 

33. Claim 15, 20, 24, 28 are drawn to the limitations in claims 1 and 10. Therefore, since 
claims 1 and 10 are rejected, claim 15 is also rejected for the same rationale. 

34. Claim 16, 21, 25, 29 are drawn to the limitations in claim 2. Therefore, since claim 2 is 
rejected, claim 16 is also rejected for the reasons above. 

35. For claim 19, Brendzel teaches that forwarding the received user response to the client 
for processing (col. 7, lines 10-30). 

36. Claims 11-14, 17, 18, 22, 23, 26, 27, 30, 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brendzel and Srinivassan and Seshadri as applied to claims 1, 10, 15, 16, 20, 
21, 24, 28 above, and further in view of Dodrill et al. (6,738,803). 

37. For claim 11, Brendzel does not expressly disclose converting the information that is 
suitable for text conversion into a text format for display on the user's device, and appending to 
the non-converted information a text alert, wherein the text alert is transmitted on the voice 
portion of the communication channel. Srinivassan discloses the text conversion and alert (see 
claim 8 discussion), but does not expressly disclose the text alert is transmitted on the voice 
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portion of the communication channel Dodrill teaches a method (abstract) of providing text- 
voice communications combinations (col. 1, line 1 - col. 6, line 15) that provides audio 
notifications for messages and the like (col. 11, lines 22-3 1). At the time the invention was 
made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have added a Dodrill notification method to Brendzel 
in order to provide advanced phone services (col. 5, line 65 - col. 6, line 5). 

38. For claim 12, Brendzel does not expressly disclose transmitting to the user's device the 
converted information on the data control portion of the communications channel after the text 
alert is transmitted. Srinivassan teaches this limitation (col. 8, line 66 - col. 9, line 12). At the 
time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have used a Srinivassan voice 
converter in the Brendzel system to assist in making sure the information is in a proper format 
using less database space (col. 2, lines 30-35). 

39. For claim 13, Brendzel teaches receiving a trigger identifying the information suitable for 
conversion (col. 4, lines 33-50). 

40. For claim 14, Brendzel teaches that responsive to the user response, retrieving stored 
information from memory; and forwarding the retrieved information to the client (col. 4, lines 
50-65). 

41 . Claims 1 7, 22, 26, 30 are drawn to the limitations in claim 1 1 . Therefore, since claim 1 1 
is rejected, claim 17 is also rejected for the same rationale. 

42. For claim 1 8, Brendzel teaches that the presented text includes a plurality of choices for 
selection by a user and the user response indicates at least a selected one of the plurality of 
choices (col. 5, lines 5-20). 
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43. Claims 23, 27, 31 are drawn to the limitations in claim 19. Therefore, since claim 19 is 
rejected, claim 23 is also rejected for the same rationale. 



44. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. They disclose methods of voice/data communication interfacing and voice/text 
conversion processes. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melvin H. Pollack whose telephone number is (571) 272-3887. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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